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Remarks 

The present applicatiQa has been restricted as follows: 

Group I: Claims 1-3 and 9-1 8, drawn to a semiconductor device; and 

Group H: Claims 4-8 and 19» drawn to a method of making a semiconductor 
device. 

Applicant has elected, with traverse. Group T, Claims 1*3 and 9-18^ drawn to a 
semiconductor device. 

Restriction is proper only when the groups of claims are (A) independent or distinct as 
claimed^ and (B) there is a serious burden on lhe Examiner (M.P«RP. § 803). Claims arc distinct 
when they are related as disclosed, but are capable of sepamte manu&cture, use or sale as 
claimed, AND ARE PATENTABLE (novel and unobvious) OVER EACH OTHER (NLP JEJ*. § 
8Q2«01 ; emphasis in original)* Examiners must provide reasons and/or examples in support of 
their conclusions (MP^EP. § 803), 

In this case» the burden of providing adequate reasons and/or examples in support of the 
conclusion of distinctness has not been met As a result* the Restriction Requirement is 
improper^ and should be withdrawn. 

The conclusion that the claims of Croups 1 and U are distinct has been made. The reason 
and/or example has been provided that the semiconductor device as claimed (Group I) could be 
made by a materially diBerent process in which the adhesive metal layer is not removed &om the 
upper surface of the passivation layer. This reason and/or example is not an actual example of an 
alternative process for making the claimed device, nor is it an a£5rmative reason explaining why 
the claimed device is capable of sepamte manu&cture. Rather, it is merely a statement of what 
the claimed process is not (i*e*» tfie claimed process is not one in which the adhesive metal layer 
is not removed from the upper surSice of the passivation layer). Thus, the reason and/or example 
provided is inadequate, and merely restates the premise of patentable distinctness as the 
conclusion for finding the same. 
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Furtbcrmorc, the reason and/or example provided does not appear to be reasonably 
plausible. It is not readily apparent to Applicant's undersigned representative bow any 
functional and/or operational device could be made using tbc provided reason and/or example, as 
the provided reason and/or example docs not state or atplain how a device could actually be 
made that has an adhesive metal layer on an inner surfoee of a contact hole, exposing a metal 
wire layer, by a process that docs not remove at least a portion of the adhesive metal layer &om 
the upper surfocc of the passivation layer. While it might be possible, the reason and/or example 
provided contain no reasoning or explanation and cite no evidence to aid Applicant and 
Applicant's representative in understanding tbc reasoning behind tbc restriction requirement 
Consequently, the reason and/or example ^vcn is inadequate to support of tbc conclusion of 
distinctness between Croups I and II above: 

As a result, tbc burden of persuasion has not been met wi^ regard to providhsg adequate 
reasons and/or examples m support of restriction between Groups I and TL Restriction would 
appear to be improper on this basis. 

Conduaiott 

Applicant has elected, with traverse. Group I, Gaims 1-3 and 9-18, drawn to a 
semiconductor device. However, in view of the inadequacy of the reason and/or example 
provided in support of the conclusion of distinctness between Groups I and II, the Restricdon 
Requirement is improper and should be withdmwn* Thus, Claitns 1-19 are in condition for 
furOter examtnadon on the merits. Barly nodce to that effect is earnestly requested. 
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If it is deemed hcipfiil or beneficial to the cfScicnt prosecution of the present fi^Hcation» 
the Examiner is invited to contact Applicant's undersigned representative by telephone. 

Resfpectflilly submitted^ 



Andrew D. Fortney, PhJD. 
Reg. No. 34,600 

7257 N- Maple Avenue, Bldg. 0, #107 
Fresno» California 93720 
(559)299-0128 
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